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j IN TH E UNITED STATED DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE WESTERN DI STR ICT OF WISCONSIN 

¥'3tf~7 
STEED, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

DR. SYED , I ~ HIS OFF ICI AL 
AND INDIVIDUA L CA P .CJ. TI ES; 
WARDEN DOUMA, EDW ARD F . WALL, 
AND RN WARNER ! THEIR OFFICIAL 
CAPl\CI TY; 

Def e n cl a nt( s ). 

'11" 1r: .•1 r-' ,_ 11;, 'O· n I 
··-· · u ·'h:b - o Hi I • c.. 

AMENDED VCRIFIED 42 U.S.C. § 198 3 CIVIL RIGHTS COMPLAINT 

PRELIMI NARY STATEMENT 

1). This i s ci vil right s action authorized under 42 u.s.c. § 1983 
to redrecs t he depri v ation und er color of state law of rights 
secured by t he Un i t e d States. 

2). 't'hi s is a civil right action fil ed by Robert S t eed , a state 
pri s on e r fe r an injunction, declaratory relie f f or 
inad equat e me d ical c a r e ag eoi rist cefendants Syed, Douma , Hall 
a nd Warner in their official capacity, against defen a ant Sye d 
in his individual ca p aci ty for a nominal damage of $1.00, 
Co mpe.1 .s atcry dam a.g E: s of $50,000 and an d punitive dama g es; 
This case is a lso fil ed for retaliation a g ainst de fendant 
Syed in hi s individual capacity for a nominal d a ma g e of \ 
$1. 00, c ompen s atory d ama g es o f $5 0,000 and p unitive da mages. 

3). This case al so al l eg es nc~li g e n c e/m alp ra ctice cl a i ms in which 
thi s cour t ha s .concluce d tha t t hE- plcdnti f f has stated (See 
Steed v. Syed, et. al ., Cas e r-:o. 15 -CV- 55-jdp , opinion & 
ord e r, dated July 16, 201 5 , P . l & 4). These state la w cl a ims 
are for $100,000 in compensatory d2mages , a n d punit ive 
damages for $1.6 Million and a nominal da~age of $1.00. 

4). This case challenges the delivery of h ealth se r v ic e s to 
i nmates at NLCI/WDOC on a systemic institut ion l e v el and 
state wide level concerning 'the current .sys tem of filling 
medication orders at NLCI/WDOC poses a substantial risk of 
s erious harm to the plaintiff. The plaintiff is also in 
imminent clanger of ~ e t"ious physical injury by the current 
system of filling medication orders in th e future. 
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J URIS DICTION 

4 ). Th is court has jurisd ic tion under 28 u.s.c. § 1331 and 
1343( )(3); 

5). This cour t ha s supplementa l jurisdiction over the 
plaintiff's state law claims of negligence/ma l practice under 
28 u.s.c . 1367; 

6 ). Plai tif f s eks c laratory r e lief pursuant to 28 u.s.c. § 
2 2 a d 22 0 ; 

7). Plainti ff Steed does seek claims for in junctive relief which 
ar autho ri z e~ by 28 u. s .c. 22 83 and 2284 and Rule 65 of the 
Fed. R. Ci v . P . ; 

8 ) • Plai t i f f Steed 
o r if a Pro 
vo luntari l 

do - s seek attorney fees if one is appointed 
o o atto rn e y decided to take this case 

9). This cas e has subject matter jurisdiction on a federal 
q u esti on; 

10). The p la inti f f demands a jury t r ial. 

P AR TI ES 

PLA I NT IFF 

11). Plaintiff Robert Steed is at all ti mes mention d herein, a 
state p riso1 er of the state of Wiscons in, in t he custody of 
the Depa rtment of Co rrEc tio • I am cur r e ntly confined at 
Columbia Cor rectiona l Institution. Plaintiff Robert Steed 
ad d ress is Robert S t eed ~342 217, Columbia Correctional 
Ins t itut ion, P . O. BOX 900 , Port ag I WI 53 901-0900; 

12). 

13). 

DEFENDANTS 

Defendant DR. Sy d was a doctor at N~~ I . He was responsi ble 
for p rovi di n g c a r e to inmates at NL d i. He has act ed u n de r 
col or of s tat J a w. He i.s ljable f o r t h e co nstitutional and 
st a te vi o 1 at ions set out i . th is c omp 1 a i t . H is sued i :; 

his o ffi c ia l and in di v idual ca pa c it i es . De f e ndant DR. SYE D 
a dd r ess i s: DR. SYED , New Lisbon Correctional 
Ins tit ut ion ( "NLC I") , Po.fkt 1/DCD 1 l'lblJJ L')J309 Lu'I-;\)W: 

Defendant Warden Douma was the Warden at NLCI . He was 
leg ally responsible for the overall operation o f NLCI a nd 
the welfare , heal th and safety of all inmates at NLCI. He 
has acted under color of state law. He is liable for the 
constitu ti onal violations set cut in thi s compl aint. He is 
sued his official capa city. Defendant Wa r d en Douma 

was: Warde n Douma, NLCI, 
f\lau Us&4 (l) 2 , 



14). Defendant Edw a r d F. t a ll i s th e Sec reta r y of the Wisconsin 
Department o f Ccrrect i ons . B i s al s o l ega l ly responsible 
for the overall op era t io n of ~ 11 Wi s cons in sta t e pr ison s . He 
is also l e g a lly res ponsible f or the welfa r e •, hea lth an d 
sa f ety of all inmates. He has acted under color of state 
la w. H is l iabl e f or the const i tutional violations s e t out 
i n t his co mp l ~ in t. He is su e d in hi s o f f icial c apa cit y . 
Def e ndant Edwa r d F . Wal l a ddres s is: Ed wa rd F. Wa l l 
Secretary , W. D. o . c . , 3099 E. Wash i n g ton Av e- n ue P . O. BOX 
7925 , ~ad i s on, WI 5370 7-7925; 

1 5) . DE:fEnc RI~ Wa rne r i s the He:alth serv i c e Ma n a ge r at NL CI 
Dc2lt h vi c e Un it. She i s respon s ible f or t he h ea lth 
s e rvice , t i'JLCI . Sh e ha s acted und er col o r o f s tate law . 
She i s lia b l :Loi: the cons t itutional violations se t ou t i n 
thi s co . pl ai nt. she i s tued in her officia l. c apacity . 
De fe nda nt Werne r ad~ r es s is 

= -~w3J2L~1 Afw Jd,Jfu~_wz-. r 3 q 5 D 
PREVIOUS LA~SUIT_ 

16). Plain ti f f hes 

EXHAU STICr 0 DMI NISTRPT IVE REM FD I ES 

17). Pla i nt i ff St e d has exhauste d h i s a d minis tr a t iv e remedies . 

STA TEMENT OF CtA I S 

R J~ 'l: A L I AT Im; 

Pl a int i ff real lege s ~n a 'nco r p orete by r ef erence paragraphs 1-1 7 . 

18 ) . On 10-!J..:-~4 p l - i n t i f f St€ed file d a grie ance -ga i n st 
defenda nt Syed a nd HSU s t af f . 

19 ) . Bet i1 e n /0-1]-J..Ol.1:1__ anc lD-JJ_-/lj_ de fen dant Syed ano HSU .sta f 
wa co n t a c ted by t h e ICFS de partmen t co ncer ni ng l ain tiff 's 
i r cident con c~rnin ~ his t r eat e nt . 

20). De fe nd an t. Sy ed a ncl HSU c:t aff was no if i~ d of th-
gri evd nc (com pla int) fil ed b y pla in t i f S t ee ci \ he n the ICRS 
d epartme n t con t ac ted defenda nt Stea a nd ri - u · tc:. fi a0 c u t 
p l a in t i f f's g ri e van c e( c o rnp laint) . 

21). The n on 10-8-tl.f p lai ntiff Steed sent a r-.su 
re f ill his ib u p rof e n. R~J Johr:.sor. returr~ c' d t he 
stat i n g t hat th e ibu p r ofen was r~newec . 

re -~t,est to 
::. [i_ l .:: lip 

22). De f 0 ndant Sy e d the n inten ti n a l ly retali a te? agai ns t 
p l a in _i ·f .StE e o by s ending p lai n ti f f Srr£~ a d i ffe re n t 
medi c at i o n called "Acetamino phe n ", in wh i ch de fEn can t Sy ed 
knew wou l d be i n e f fe ct ive and/or caus e D· a l erg i c r ea c ti o n . 

23). Defendan Syea " ad v e rse a c t io n '' was so ba d t h at it w ul d s to p 
a nd "average pe rso r" fr o~ c ontin u i n g with their gr ·evance3 . 



24). These acts sho a r:; a tt e r n of even ts demonst r at ing improper 
and intenti o nal retQl i at ion. 

25). D f en "a nt Sy ed intentionally acted with evil motive, 
rec . J ~q . in6 iffe rence and cal lous disr e ga r d to p laintiff 
Steed' Fi r st , Ei sth and Fou rteenth Ame ndm e nt rights . 

26). The actions o f defendants Syed vi o la t e d p laintiff S teed's 
ri g ht ~ a - constituted r et a liation und e r First l-\ e r dne t ·o 
t h e fl n i t _ c1 S t n t e "' c on E" t i t u t i o n • 

INA DEQUAT E MEDICAL CA RE 
(F il l i ng Me d ication Ord ers) 

Pl ai n ti f f re l leg ·S and i nc or ~ rate b y r f ~ r nc paragr -p h ~ 1 -2 5. 

27). The curr e n sy, te rn o · f i ] · n rn _c) j C"" t ion or c e r s at i>JLCI a nd 
t hrou g h ou t t l e l·J i scon s i n de pa r tmen t of Co rrecti ons ( ~moc) 
pos e s a s ubs ·an ti a l r i e k of ~ ~riou~ harm to rn t h 
plai nti ff and s i mil a rl y sit ua ted p risoners. the de f endantc
S y -d , D um , vl 01 r·n e and \ " 1 1 ar e a ware of t hi.:: ris k b · t h a ve 
f ail e d o tak~ reasonable steps to abate i t . 

28). Th e m ed ic ~ ti o orde r i ng 
f e.x ed t o 

_, r e cess wh ich handwr~ tt en 

p rescri p tions are 
an d r rcr . 

t he p 1 - rma. cy r- e s ul t s i n a_ lays 

29). DOC proscri bers hand writ med ic a ti o n orders o n pa p e r whi ch 
a r e t h e n f a x e d to t h e c c n~r al -h&rmacy . 

30). 

31) • 

R e f il ~ or de r~ ar e 
a d hea r e d to a 9 a 9 

ha n d ~a i nd l ar l y 
that i s faxed . 

t e r bc. r cod s 

There i ·· t r.ru c h t i me wa~ t -d i n t he p r o c e> .s.s o f 
h a n d wri t ins t h e mE-dic a tio order , HS U[ fl eaJ.th S 
s ta ff photocopy t h o o n :de r t h En £ax os it ·o 
p ha rr a cy . 

. rose i . c s 
rv ice Un i t] 
the c e nt r - l 

32). Curren t f a x ora ~r s a r ~ f r G Ue~ t - Y a i f f i c ul t tc c a d . 

33). 'I'h e r e a r e ;;:> r o b l ems wit h i l 1 ESJ i b i1 i y c f prc-.s r i beu: 
handwr i t i ':j , confusion over the i nmc.> t s / p a t i e n t s .1e d i c a t i e n 
reco r d or i nc ompa t ibilit y of co mp l ex medi c ~tion s t hat l e ads 
t o p ha r ma cist intervention. This type of interven ti on · ] ~ 1 

aown th e medication order p roc e <-s e:i g nificall y . M i at i o n 
e rrors which carry with them r everbara tions o f l i ab i it y fa r 
int o Lhc f u t ure, o re a · so a potential . 

34). LCI/ IJ OC' me c ic a tion o rdering system p lac e s me a n d NLCI /WDOC 
inmat e s at a substantial ri sk of seri o us har m. 

35). Pl ain t iff St eed usually takes ibup rofen mor e then 2 i mee: a 
day, for chronic neck and back pain. 



36). On {D~f /- / lf plai nti ff Steed foun d o u t hct thi s ibuprofen 
~as d i scon t in ue - . 

37). Pla inti ff's medi cat i o~ was dis c ontinu e d wi tho ut the 

38). 

39). 

plai nt i f be i · ~ ph s ic a ll y exa mi ne d . 

Pla i ntif f r e c e ived a 
Johnson st a t i ng t ha t 
r enE: wEc . 

HSU re q uest form DOC - 3 0 3 5 f rom RN 
plaintiff me di ca tion i b u p rcfc r: waD 

Pi a . ti f f c i 1 nc,t e cc i v , i b upro en un til NG'vd~ a tot al of 
2 d a y .,_, J jJ,J/ To p.(1~ D/\Y'Nv 2 ~ufr1.0ft-10. 

4 0 ) • 'I' h i s a e l y \.- ' c;, .s u n ti me l y an d trn ~ n eg a t i v el y a ff e c t e d t h e 
p lain t if · • 

41). 'I'h Eo' rn d i cat.io n C.·r c e r i ng s y te rn i s fr ug h t wi t h del ay s an d 
has nega ti ve l y a ifo c · e d th pl a i n t i tt . 

42). The 
woe l:a ght 

order i n g system 
\..' J h o eJ o y s ci ne 

at 1\l LCI an 
neg ati v e l y 

thrcug h t ut thE.. 
c.f f cts the WDOC 

43). The r e are c y~ t em ic 

me d ic a l c a re i LCI 
a nd longs tanding i nadegua nci e" in 
a nd the e nt i r - WDOC pr i son s ystem. 

the 

44). NLC I/WDOC med i cat i on or~ ering sy s t ~ m pl aces th e pl a i n ti ff at 
a subs ta n tial risk o f se riou s harm now a nd into the fut u re. 

45) • 

46). 

De f en da nts Syed , W2r ner , Dou ma and Wa ll er e s ubjecti ' "'ly 
a war e t o L. the me d i c a ti o n ord erin9 s ystem p o s e .:o 2 

s u b st a 1ti a r i s _ o f s E: r. iou s ' a m t o .. E.'/ i nrn a t s/pati e nts . 

De f end ants 
fa i lE:C to 

y e , Dou~a War n er an o Wa ll knew o f thic r i sk bu 
al~ " r Ea...: o r. a b l s teps to a.bc:te i . 

47). 'l' he risl of harm ie 
Wa r ne r , Sy a , o •ma 
ind i f rc :. n ·• 

"sub jecti v e l y 
and Wall , '.Je s 

s e rious" a n d 
s u b j · c t i ve1 y 

defendant s 
' deli be r a t e 

48). Th e p~ ai nti f f 2n c ~ i m il o rl s i t ua t ec· i nma t es wil u ff er 
ir r epa r a ble harm if the f orm of c o n ti nu ed me ' icat i on ~ r o rs 
an d de l ys wh ich wi l l r e s ult in li f e - t hr a t en i Dg ris k , t he 
e x ac era tio n of ch ron ic and a cu t e ~ e ri c,u s mc::d ical condition 
and unnec e ssary pa in and suffering . 

49). De fen d ant Douma , Syed , Warner a n d rl aJl h ad c:c t ual 
c onr.;tn1c t iv k n owled ge and de fe n dan t s k n e w o r s l1o u c:; have 
know cf the con d itions causing inadequate me dical c are. 

50). Defen da nts Warn e r, wa ll , Dou ma a nd Syed knew tho t p l a int if f 
Steed and other similarly inmates a re b e in d ep r i ved of 
human ba sic n e eds to adeq uate med ical care an d def e n "ants 
did not re spo n d reasonably. 



51). It was the duty of defe ndants r:ouma, Wal l and Warner to 
provide ad a cuate medical care. 

52). Th e r e aro de ficiencies in the pharmacy system. 

53). Plain tiff st- ed is enti t led to medical care for serious 
me d i c a 1 neecls .• 

S4). WDOC has kno \.rn of the p roblems and its associat.ed r isk bu t 
has d one n c hi ng tc- safe g uard a populati o n o _ pr i c o n e rs 
tha t r~ l le c t ivel ., t akes thcusands of medication dosages 
~. cv~ ral , imes a da y • . 

SS). De fen dants are \cry ~ wa re of Fy l nn V. Ooyle , Case ~o . 

0 6- c ·-537 ( E . D. P i s . 2006 ) . and Col den v. Ba~n en , Ca se No • .. 
1 2~cv- . 270 ( ·L· Wis . 20 1 2 ) whic h deals ,·it h medic <1t ion 
order r: . 

56). The cu r ren t p tcc~s2 of fa. i ng hc ndwr it t e n m di c at ion orders 
to t he WDOC' c e.ntral p harmacy ho u ld be rep l aced with a 
c c r.1 1 t e rize 1 pro.s cri ber orde r e:nt ry s y .ste m(CPOE). 

57). The J?la i ti f f presc ription medi c ati on wa s r en ewea a nd hi '-' . 
r.1eci c 2t:ir. n ac; r ene wed as "ibuprofe n" but -he was sent A 
different medication that cc:i use d hfs mouth t o b e come num b , 
a he -. xpe ri en c e ag o n i zin~1 cramps i n hi s stomach, whi ch 
foll o~ed ~ith c onstant diarrhe a . 

58). NL CI/VDOC mec1ica Uo ri c rderins ~/ "" tE:m place s p ri so n ers a t a 
su bst a n ti al risJ, of serious harm to t he p laintiff an d 
C1 E:' [enda nts Douma , Wall have actec with de li be r a te 
'nd i f fe rence and f a il ed to t a k e rea s o nable s t ep E to abate it 
ancl t he ir f ai lu re . t o p r ov1 e ac. e c~. u at e med ical care 
con2 titut ed cruel and unu gua l punishme n t and amoun ted to t he 
u nne cess ary and wanton infliction of pain in violation of 
th e Li c h t ~men ment to the Unite d States con s titution. 

Plaint iff realleges and inccr .o r ate by ref e renc e p~rag ra phs 1-53 . 

59). On }'\J-¥~1~, I sent HSU a req u est for· r ef ill o my ibu p rof e n 
becaus e it had ran out. 'I hen on /D-(0-1Lf RN Johnso, et ur ned 
the HSU r equ e st DOC - 3035 whic h s tat e d yo ur i u prof e n has 
been renewed. However d e fe nd a n t Sy ..:-c.' .se n t down 
Acarn ini nophen(tylen61. When CO Hinkley an d co Fultun gave me 
t h e tabl e ts my mouth b came numb , a nd I s uf fere ' agon in z ing 
c ramps in my s t o rn a ch , which f o 1 1 owed w i th co ri st ~ n t d i ar r h E-a • 
I a~d thi~ ~as stra nge beca use I n e v er xper ienc • - h- t wit h 
i bupr·ofe n . 8c on 10-10-2014, after I had ta ke n the tablets 
a g ain I asked CO Hinkley to lt- t me .see the n ame of those 
j-\G S?Cif/J 'J-/ 'S 'J. 8q fk> FeN. 

. . 



tablets. Upon see ing th e n ame I was confuse d for it did not 
sta te i buprofen for which I was told wo u ld be sent down. 
Thi s was t o tall y f ailure t o carr y c L; t m d ical orders , and 
failure to p rov i d e p rescri bed medication. Add itionally, due 
to ~ef -nda nt Syed r e mi ss in his du t ies as a lic e nse 
phys ician to f ollowed medical p rot o col for n ot p roperly 
questioning p la i n ti ff St e e d or examine plain t i ff S t 12e d to 
.s e e if he was a. 1 1<-:: r g ic to medication or no t and p l aintif f 
Ste e d. Defe n da nt Steed p r es cribed t he acetamin ophn o n 
/Dr1-tlf , wh i c h s ta t ed p laintif f Stee o sh oul d take 2 :~ o o mg s 
t abl et s c:ir. and pm or eve ry 4 hours as n e e ded for pain . On 
.:.:E veral o cca s icns b etween (0-q~t-vlY til pg&.~, IT was st ill 
a c: E.: ta minioph c n , neve r was it explai ned to file why it wa s 
ch an9ecl b y d e f endant. Sy ed . I have be~ prescribed i bup rofe n 
ir. t h e i_) a 'u 0 to ch ron ic ne e }~ r;:iain s that I s t i l l e ndu re 
n m : f or the f.\ CE't ?rn incp hc:r. not stro r, .~ ~0 nough . T h i s ca use 
P 12:i n ti -f ste Ed t cx "' 0 ri e . cc .s evere i?oln n d ce: se d his 
s y .s t ons t o v.' O.!'.'.'E E: n a ri d C cJusec hi m unne c e ss ary · nfl i ction of 
pai • 

6 0) . P1ai ti f f 5' t c•'=O has chron i c ne e }; a n d bac k l_)a:in an d on 

61). 

62). 

1 0- 1 0- 1 4 RN J oh nso n sig ne d an d c at e d th e f SU re q ues t DOC 
3 ~ 5 fo r µ l a ir:ti f f .st u :o . lJ h i c h stat e d i b upr fe n h a s bee 
rE ne v e d 500mg i s a n i p o r ta n t comp o n E:nt of delivering 
aclcc a t hEalth care for S tee d wh o s uff e r s ba c k a nd ne c k 
s p asms . 'f!. cco rd in g ly , de fen d a n t Syeo rec kl csr; 1y "i E' r. e g a r ded 
d sk cf -12 rn: i n f a · l :i ng to inf crm S t eed o f t h e ad ve r se 
ccr-s ·cj ut:.nc es or al l e rgi c rea c t5.cn of med i cat i on and to 
diepe n se p r es cribe " medi c at io n . 

Th i.s court h a~ otat EO d t ha r_ p la i n t i ff ft e e ha s sta tf"d a 
Wisc ·n s i n -l aw n e 9 li9enc e cl a im ( o p inion n and orcier dateo 
,Ju l y 16 , 2015 ( p . l ) a nd .. s t plai nti ff ha s sta t - a a C L 

rna l ~ r .:i.ctic c J a. i rn a gainst Syed (.i d a t f.! • 4 ) . 
Def endant Syed act i ons 
a nd t he pl a in t i ff has 
u nn ec e ssary i n f li c tion 
( ~~ p are g re ph s -6 2). 

ha s con s ti tued negli ge nce/m a l p ra cit ce 
s uf fe red phys i c al inJ Ur~ as well as 
of h ct rm b y defenda nt Sy e d act i o ns. 

CA USE OF .CT ION 

63). Th e r e ta l i a t ion b y defendan t Syed f o r p la i nt iff Ste ed f ili ng 

64). 

a gr ievanc e violated plaintiff ate~a' s righ ts and 
o ns t i tut ed intent ional r etal i ation u n d ~r th . a Fi rs t 

Pmendment t o t he Un i ted S t a tes c or. .s titu ion . Se e A1.1E nde <.S1 
Ve r ·· :i_ e d 4 2 0 • S • C • § 1 9 8 3 Ci v i J l~ · .- h t s Cc mp l .;.d n t a t 
parc grap hs l ~ throuyh 27) . 

By defend ants 
incli f fe rence to 

Douma, Warn e r , Syed and Wa ll 
t hE· c u rr e nt med i ca t i on o rdE?r ing 

7 

d eliberate 
sys tem at 
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NLCI'/WDOC and · their fa il ur e t o· act a nd res p ond r e asonably plac ~s 
t he plainti f f S t~e~ at a .su bstan ti a l ri s k of seriotis har~ a nd in 
immi nen t ~ a n er and constitutes deliberat e indifferenc~ to 
plainti ff ' s .serious me di c a l need s in violat ion of pl a in't .iff 
Steed' ~ r i~ hts to a ~equite m~dica~ ~ar ~ · an d constitutes c~ ue l and 
unusu al p uni s hment an C: arnourits to the .-unn ec'ess a ry ·in f liction of 
pajn in vi ola t i o n of th e Ei g h t h AmE·namerit · to th e Uni ted Sta t es 
con~titution . ~ (See i o. a t fi'll 27-5·8)!:>fe--tf.iG i)Je, iJAl('rl;cu [DO.~DJ/(/>{_1) 
(}.-i )4 - , . . 
PR AYE R OF REL I EF 

· INJUNC'rION 

65). Or a er de fE·I c c. nl: f:' W2; ll 1 Doumc.i·, l'Ja t'n e r a r c 5ye d to im ' J e.ent : 
the· c or,·1p u ted 2~0 . pr e .=cri b f::'r or d er entry . C OE) y.s::ern · to 

66). 

e nsu re ti me l y e: nd ::i ccurate rneo1cat i c r1 crder pr oc 0.ss i r.c; . 

I s s u ~ a de cl a r a t o ry re l i e f Etat i ng t h at t h e a ct s i na 
omissionB d escri b ed hereih violat ed p l ai n ti ff' s t ~shts u n de r 
th e cons t i · t u ti c n · a 11 d . 1 a w s of th e t.J n i t e d S t a t es . 

. CiH'1A GES . 

6 7 ) • JI.\, Cl. r a n 0 ffi i n ~ l d Cl ffi a 9 e .._, f 0 J'.: $1. 0 Q c 9 a j n S t r i '2 f € n C c ;"j t ,S Y e I i D 

. h i ::, i n d i v id t a 1 c ap a c i t y £or Re t ali a t i on and t lrn d e n i al · of 
a d e q uate medic a l c a re ; 

68). Aw.a r el Cornp e nsa t ory 6ama 9 es fo r $1 CC , 0 0 0 , a g a inst def en d ant 
sy·ed · fo r neg li en c e a nd · n;a l ~ r ac-t' i ce a nc · $50 , 00-0 fo r t he 
retaliati on t hat ca use~ ~hys i ct l in ju ry al so ; 

69). Awa rd $1 . 6 Million in punitive d ama ge s · a ga i ns t de f en d ant 
Sye d . 

JU RY TR IAL DEMAN-

70). A jury trial on all i s su es . 

VER I FlCA T ICr; 

71) ~- I ha ve rea d th e f oreg o ing comp l ai nt an d he r e b y v e ri fy U a t 
t he ma tt -rs alleged herein ar e: • tr u e> a nc1 con.:- e: c t , e xc ep t ·a .s· 
to thE: ma tt e r s all eg ed o n i n fo r ma U .or: . an d b e l i e f , ·· a nc a~ to 
t~ose I bel i eve to b e t r u e . I Here~y cer t i fy ~n e r 2r u. s . c . 
§ 1 746 , c na1t y of p •-:= r j ury, that th e e b o · e i .s ·.; · U - · an d 
c orr e ct . 

Executed at Portage, WI o n 8 - 3-2015 . 


